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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6,8,9,12,18-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Blacket et al., (US Pat 6,1 16,835). 

With respect to claims 1-4,9,12 Blacket discloses a fastener holder and system 
comprising a plurality of fasteners/elongated elements (i.e. rivets; see Blacket abstract; 
see also column 1, lines 10-12) each including an enlarged, preformed head at one 
end thereof (Fig 20 reference number 20); a unitary plate body with a predetermined 
thickness (100) forming a plurality of apertures configured for retaining the rivet heads 
therein; and integral drive heads (102,103) associated with /overlying each of the plate 
apertures and including at least one frangible portion (104,105) integrally connected to 
the drive heads for releasably connecting the drive head with the plate body to allow the 
drive heads to be driven relative to the plate body to push the rivet heads out from the 
apertures (column 5, lines 26-28). 

With respect to claim 5, Blacket discloses that the drive heads have substantially 
aligned top surfaces that are capable of allowing for compact stacking with drive head 
top surfaces from one rivet holder securely engaged against drive head top surfaces 
from another rivet holder (see Fig 21 generally). 
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With respect to claim 6, Blacket discloses that the plate includes portions above 
and generally below heads of the rivets in the apertures to capture the heads therein 
(Fig 21). 

With respect to claim 8, Blacket discloses that the unitary plate includes a 
plurality of unitary plates interconnected in a strip by frangible bridges (Fig 17 reference 
number 97) between adjacent plates. 

With respect to claim 18, Blacet discloses that the plate includes a substantially 
flat upper surface and the drive heads project upwardly above the plate upper surface 
for being engaged by a driver tool (Fig 21). 

With respect to claim 19, in as much as Applicant discloses, Blacket discloses 
that the rivet heads include a top surface that does not project above the plate top 
surface when the rivet head is punched through the plate body. 

With respect to claim 20, Blacket discloses that the drive heads each include an 
upper portion sized in interference with the associated aperture to keep the drive head 
from passing therethrough (Fig 20). If the punch (109) were to press the drive heads 
directly down (as opposed to outwardly), the upper portions are sized such that they 
could not pass through the aperture. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overBlacket et al., (US Pat 6,116,835). 

With respect to claim 10, official notice is taken that it is old and conventional to 
provide a guide block with guide bores to align and position fasteners/various fastener 
holders over an object that is to be pierced/held by the fastener. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious in view of the official notice to provide a guide block having guide 
bores to allow for efficient alignment of fasteners/fastener holders over objects to be 
held by the fasteners (i.e. belts and belt fasteners). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , it would have been an obvious matter of design choice 
to size a guide block to fit/align a particular fastener holder for a given application, since 
such a modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a component. A 
change in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the 
art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). With respect to the plate body including a 
plurality of plate bodies connected in a strip, Blacket discloses that a plurality of plate 
bodies is connected in strip (Fig 2). 
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Claims 22 and 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blacket et al., (US Pat 6,1 16,835) as applied to claim 9 above and further in view of 
Francois (US Pat 3,990,343). 

With respect to claim 22, Blacket does not disclose that the rivets each include a 
pilot nail detachably connected thereto. However, Francois discloses rivets with pilot 
nails to facilitate entry of the rivet into a belt (Francois abstract and Fig 2 reference 
number 44). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to replace the rivet of Blacket with the rivet with pilot 
nail, as taught by Francois, for the purpose of having a rivet capable of penetrating a 
belt if the user so desired. 

With respect to claim 23, official notice is taken that it is old and conventional to 
provide a guide block with guide bores to align and position fasteners/various fastener 
holders over an object that is to be pierced/held by the fastener. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious in view of the official notice to provide a guide block having guide 
bores to allow for efficient alignment of fasteners/fastener holders over objects to be 
held by the fasteners (i.e. belts and belt fasteners). 

Claims 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blacket et al., (US Pat 6,1 16,835) in view of Halstead (US Pat 3,432,985). 

With respect to claim 24, Blacket does not disclose that the plate is made of a 
plastic material that is molded with the rivets in place. However, Halstead discloses 
placing elongated elements (such as nails, pins and the like) in a mold, forming a 
unitary plate-type body of plastic material (Halstead Figs 4 and 5) so that the elongated 
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elements are already packaged and aligned to be fed into a nail gun. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have the Blacket plate body formed in a mold with the fasteners/rivets in 
place for more efficiently aligning or feeding the rivets into guide bores. 

With respect to claims 25-27, Blacket discloses releaseably capturing heads of 
rivets by plastic material (Blacket Fig 20) and that the rivet holder body is formed as a 
unitary plate-type body (Fig 2). Blacket does not disclose placing rivets in a mold, 
forming a body of plastic material around the rivets, and forming drive heads overlying 
the rivet heads. However, Halstead discloses placing elongated elements such as 
nails, pins and the like in a mold, forming a body of plastic material around those 
members (Halstead Fig 3 and 4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the method of 
Halstead to form the plastic body and drive heads around rivets, as taught by Blacket, to 
provide greater fastener variety for fastener strip users and for more efficiently aligning 
or feeding the rivets into guide bores. 

Claims 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Halstead (US Pat 3,432,985) in view of Blacket et al., (US Pat 6,1 16,835). 

With respect to claims 25 and 27, Halstead discloses placing elongated elements 
(such as nails, pins and the like) in a mold for forming an elongated element (i.e. 
fastener) holder, forming a unitary plate-type body of plastic material (Halstead Figs 4 
and 5) in the mold and releasebly capturing heads of the elongated elements by plastic 
material (Halstead column 1, lines 14-25). Although Halstead discloses a plastic holder 
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for elongated members such as mails, pins and the like, Halstead does not specifically 
disclose that the plastic material holds rivets. However, Blacket discloses a unitary 
plate-type body for holding elongated elements/fasteners such as pins, screws or the 
like where the term "fastener" includes rivets (Blacket column 1, line 10). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to replace the elongated elements of Halstead with rivets, as taught by Blacket, to 
provide greater fastener variety for fastener strip users. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 7,13-17 and 21 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892 attached below. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven B. Pollicoff whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7818. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 7:30A.M.-4:00P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu can be reached on (571)272-4562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
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applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



SBP 





